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| policy so that he may know for what purpos

scs he is supplying Intelligence; yet he must
scrupitously avoid providing only such Ine
telligence as will pleasc the policy makers, or
indecd fit in with ideas of his own. Under

-Yitler, for instance, the plans for Overlord

vkich Cicoera had surloined in o cinhasoy
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ntelligence and of being invited to join the

Men of Tufeligence by KINNETH STRONG
Cassell 50s . . : '
I worked closely with-Kenneth Strong in the
Anglo-American  Intelligence” . coramunity
during the 1950s, and it was clear that he
and onc other man: were our most profes«
sional and dedicated Intelligence officels,

| ‘This “book reflects Strong’s character and

modus operandi; much common sense, a
constant preoceupation with the proper func-
tioning.of the Tntelligence maching, insistence.
on as objective and cool assessment of the
available information as is humanly possible,
He had the singular distinction, for a liniey,
both of being Eisenhower's wartime Chief of

newly formed Central Intelligence Agency
as & senfor member a few years later, which :
‘he declined, The photograph opposite page |
115-is a striking testimony: there is the
single British lamb amongst all the lions of
-the US Intelligence Board, It is not surpris-
ing, though it will alarm some people, that
‘he advocates a CIA type organisation for
Britain, He, and cerily enough Kim Philby,
“didmuch to help CIA set itsell up.

+ Strong defines with clarity what Intelfig-
ence is and is iot, It comprises ‘the collection
of information, its collation and evaluation,
and the communication of the end-product to

' Jthe appropriife wser at the right time’, It

cannot be expected.to foretell the timing of -
| actions by the other side when they have not
made up their own minds. He allocates one
short chapter to spies, and comments baldly:
‘I bave always had doubts about the usefuls
ness of sccret services and secret agents)
So much. for J. Bond. He estimates that per-
haps 5 per cent of an Intelligence agency's
information comes " from agents’ reports,
some 30 per cent from those of service
attachés and diplomats, and most of the rest
from published material, Quantitatively of
course he is right, But personally T think he
underestimaltes the importance of people like
Philby and Blake, whom he waves aside in
a’few words and who are denied admittance
to the index. The Soviet Government does

Inot award one of ' its highesl decorations to

[such people for no reason. Nor does the
Lord Chief Justice of England make a habit
of judging that one man has ‘rendered most
of Britain’s elorts completely useless’, as ho
did ‘of Blake. ) .

.‘Stro_ng's first Tour chapters deal with vari ,
ous Tatelligence chiefs in Germany, France

. Jpnd Britain from 1914 to, 1945, and their :

varying infliicnce on operations and policy,
A.,recurrcnt theme is the Intelligence officer’s '
dilemma: he should Ly rights take a hand i

“are known
_enemies, the great British public is kept in
" jgnorance. The US have never seen the need |
“for similar ga

m Ankara went for nothing because they

did not fit in.with some preconceived Intels

ligence views in Berlin, Strong plays down

a

it is very powerful and its head has a per

such as the overthrow of hostile govern«
meats.in Jran and Guatemala, T have littlo
duubt that we can now add Cambodia. ’

Vor myself the heart of the matter is in the

“last three chaplers, Strong rightly emphasises |

the point that the ‘Tntelligence set-up in
Britdin could.only profit from less secrecy -
over the wide arca’ of its activities where”

" secracy is convenient but not essential, Thoso

quaint old instruments the Official Secrcis
Acts ensure amongst other things that, while
the names of the senior members of the SIS
to our allies and potential

gging, He is not- altogether
exempt himsell: neither the Secret Intelli-
gence Service (MI6) nor the Security Services
{MIS5) arc so much as mentioned; nor are
the nwacs of any of their chiefs, past or pres

sent, On the other hand there is much about

25

‘manent scat in the: president’s inner, cabinots
Yo the list of ils operations which he quotes,

s
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the preat men of the CIA, such as »Allcu\/
Dulles and John McCone, While Strong's -

admiretion of the CIA is well justified, X
believe hie underrates the KGB. On the invas
sion of Czechoslovakia, for instance, 1 do”
not agree that they miscaleulated world re«
actions; the important point surely was that
the U8 govermiment hiad intimated that they
would let it pass, and so would their allies.

Strong ends with all kinds of constructive
and stimulaling suggestions, The chief of
the centralised British Intelligence. agency
which he proposes would have to cover poli-

“tics, economics, n¥flitary aflairs, science, tech-

sology cte as a connected whole; he would
have personal access to the prime minister,
and say his say in policy making. In Britain’s
situations -commercial  Intelligence. is  of
importance, and the stafls of embassies
should be strengthened in this area. Apart
from this he has little to say about the con-
nection betwen diplonacy and Intelligence;
e considers that computers wili play ‘an
increasing part in storing and sifting informaxs
tion; the CIA already use them extensively,
He reiers only glancingly to the developing
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